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June 3, 1990 

Dear Harold: 

Thank you far taking the time to write your probing letter 
of 30 May. I hope things are going well. My work is starting to 
flow better, with some help here from others to take care of 
typing, courier work, and so on. The film producer is coming to 
stay here this week and begin planning the project. Rick came by 
yesterday with his brother, and had one beer. He won’t drink any 
more than that. Rick has been very helpful, and I hope to get 
him hired on as security or something in the Fall. He is a lot 
more than that at this point, as he is doing his own 
investigation, and helping all of us. 

Mow, for the paints in your letter. 

It has always been hard to find pieces of evidence that are 
hard enough to hang one’s hat on in this case. One such piece of 
hard evidence seems to be rock hard indicating the total weight 
of fragments recovered from Connally is much more than could 
have come from any CE 399. 

Another is the fact that clearly different bullets were 
used for the head shot or shots than that which hit Connally. 




A third is that the eye and ear witness evidence of a 
gunman on the Grassy knoll seems to me to be beyond question, 
though of course perhaps subjective. In my opinion I believe 
that in the end what are known as the ’’Acoustical fingerprints” 
prove that shot, crosstalk notwithstanding. 



It would have been simply impossible for any gunman, let 
along Oswald to have fired the three shots! claimed and hit 
anything in the time span the WC claimed. I think there is more 
hard evidence in this case — as you have noted — indicating 
conspiracy. But what is your thinking now as to the origin of 
the plot? 

I feel that the cumulative opinion of the condition of the 
back of the head precludes a postulated flap of scalp that could 
have been pulled over the exit wound to make the picture of the 
back of the head we now have. Another passible explanation is 
that the hole was far enough over to the right rear side and 
they stretched the scalp over, but I have my initial impressions 
from the doctors when I was in front of them and showed them 
that picture, and it was one of ridicule. As you say, the 
written reports at the time are very strong evidence, and it all 
indicates that the scalp was badly shredded or lost back there. 
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Robert has been dead wrong about some things. He sees 
things in pictures that we don’t see. Of course he studies them 
far longer than we do, looking (hoping) for answers. Maybe he 
has shown you the colour photo of the back of the head, and I 
would say it is very obviously (and faultily) forged. Too many 
things are wrong with that are readily seen with one’s naked 
eyes. There quite clearly is what he calls a matte line. And it 
simply is not the edge of one piece of scalp being pulled over a 
large hole. I could somehow be wrong, and my neck has always 
been far out over this. I went through years of ridicule and in 
fact horror here where I was severely mistreated and thrown into 
the gutter, abandoned for taking up his cause and being led down 
the garden path on some points. 


So far, three different police officers (not Rick) who are 
trained in homicide investigation or forensics (not photo 
analysis as far as I know) have found air brushing on the 
picture of the right side of the head at the hairline. Also, 
other of us noticed it. When a Md. State cop first told me this, 

I was astonished. O’Connor pointed it out, and the Crime Lab 
here found it. That still isn’t good enough for me. I have to 
corroborate things twelve different ways. 
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I am having careful transcripts made of O’Connor's various 
talks. There are some inconsistencies. I’m deeply disturbed over 
the whole shipping casket-body bag story of his. I always 
thought Lifton was full of shit and that these boys (when they 
were young men) could have been mistaken. Too much of what 
O’Connor says about other things is vastly too important, so I'm 
searching around to find the answers and to see what 
corroborates what and with who, before I throw it all out with 
the washwater. One has to weigh the evidence. You are rifght, 
that the TV show could be discredited if we do not get all our 
pins in line. ( 


You say there was a decoy ambulance and a shipping casket? 
Body bag? Yes, please let me have copies of that as soon as 
possible. As you may know, I published a refutation of Lifton in 
the Third Decade , for which I paid a high price, I can tell you, 
incurring his wrath. Unfortunately I did get sucked into his 
looking glass at the end, which I greatly regret now. I never 
should have mentioned his name in HIGH TREASON, as it was 
deliberately ignored through all but the last draft. Groden 
talked me into dealing with his evidence. Also, I find O’Connor 
and these men credible in terms of their bearing and demeaner. I 
just can’t explain it all. 


Obviously, there is a lot at stake now, and I will check in 
with you as I go along on the film project. I agree that if the 
witnesses (or us) are discredited, it can do a lot of damage. 
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□f it is, we can’ t prove that the body wasn’ t 
Parkland and taken back in Air Force Two or 
and that it wasn’ t examined for bullets which 
were removed. Circumstantial evidence indicates that the body 
was tampered with, and testimony is there that the body did not 
arrive in the bronze coffin. 


The thing 
slipped away at 
another plane, 






The difference between us is that I know for a fact that 
.tfv.yV there was a major conspiracy and the government was overthrown. 
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I talked to too many people in this who are privy to what went 
on. You cannot just throw out what Marchetti and Prouty have 
said about this. It is just hard for you to believe that such a 

! large coup could go undetected. It was detected. They wanted the 
smart money to know what was going on, so that nobody would try 
to resist them. ’’They” lined up too much power. They got away 
/with it and they continue, and they see no reason to rock the 
(boat anymore. Killing the hitmen or other cut-outs silenced 
those links. Remember that the people above Surat and those who 
were hanged for being behind Booth got away with it. And they 
were definitely there. Also, someone close in to the Kennedy 
family confirmed all this to me. Since my family is in that 
league, only perhaps much richer, I heard things too that simply 
are not known to the public. 



There appears to be airbrushing or tampering with several 
different photos, at least according to the KD State cop that 
looked at them. It may have been because the picture of the face 
was put on a different head. It may be a "red herring” — to 
answer the question first I and then you asked — if they had to 
forge one picture to cover up a large exit wound (and thlT'Clark 
panel found — I believe — that there was no way to tell where the 
exit wound was from the beveling or lack of it) then they 
tampered with others in order to get people off the track. Its a 
conundrum. i 



As for your general approach of assuming there to be a 
reason for everything, or for taking the risks that they took — 
j They did not expect almost anyone to see these pictures for 
J years. It appears that some if not all were shown to Rankin and 
Warren at least, and perhaps the “whole Commission. But since the 
WC rejected any forensic evidence, investigation, or real 
scientific help in the case, if not by accident or stupidity, 
then by the design of some person or persons on the Commission 
who prevented a proper forensic study of the evidence, there was 
little chance that anyone would give this a true investigation 
of that evidence. Lawyers’ minds work differently and by 
termperment and training could not ask the right questions in an 
adversarial ambiance. 


The conspirators assumed that the murder would simply be 
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swallowed, up in the normal bureaucratic meatgrinder that had not 
a hope of getting at the truth by the very nature of the 
’’bureaucratic phenomenon.” Same thing happened with the HSCA. 
Purdy now lies to me and tells me he took the photos of the body 
with him when he talked to three of the Dallas doctors, and 
showed them to them, which he did not. I documented this, and we 
have their reports of those meetings. the pictures never came 
up, or if they did, they are certainly covering up what Purdy 
and Flannigan might have been told by the doctors. 


Its clear to me they had their men on the Commission (and 
perhaps Helms — as Liaison — was in their pocket) who covered it 
all up. Obfuscation by the Bureau and Helms and everyone else at 
the time prevented a proper investigation. 



The battle over removing the body from Dallas lasted a half 
hour or so, and it is quite possible that this started while the 
casket was still in the room. Everybody was drawn out into the 
corridor as the battle rose. Then I distinctly recall that the 
casket was wheeled out of the room through the door into the 
corridor and they actually battled over it. In other words (but 
I’m not sure), the fight started while the coffin was still in 
the room where they had put the body into it, and it is quite 
passible that it was unattended while this diversion and fight 
was going on. We don’t know that it wasn’t unattended. 


In addition, I recall somewhere in the evidence that the 
pilot or McHugh or someone radioed ahead and set up a decoy 
ambulance situation. That would clearly entail the shipping 
casket you were speaking of. I have never been able to find this 
again, or document it. 

But it seems to me that when the battle at the hospital got 
[^started and was pretty hot, that tho se wh o waiited the^bodv to be 
, ; i takep. out of there and got to Washington at aTT costs, would 

jfi p V " ] have got it out of the casket and take it out the other door of 
” \ j the room and through the tunnel out of the hospital while most 

| people were in the hallway fighting. 

But this is pure speculation on my part. 




The State policeman also noted that part of the wound on 
the throat appeared to be airbrushed. I do not ask leading 
questions on all of this. He said it out of the blue and it 
never occurred to me. How, a year later, Paul O’Connor, not 
knowing what this man said, said the same thing. You figure it 
out. You cannot therefore dismiss this evidence simply because 
we don’t know the reason for it yet. These men have painted out 
radical things wrong with at least 4-5 different views of the 
body. 



As for ’’Traps”, there’s a few 
make a whole lot of trouble for me. 
accusations in this case. The world 
nuts that want people like us dead. 


people that would like to 
After all, I am making 
is filled with right-wing 



With regard to your comment on my comment that we should 
prepare out case against the autopsists. I did not mean to 
phrase it that way, but I’ll stick with that. They clearly lied 
and fudged their report on a few major points. They destroyed 
evidence. If we able to get in a position where they might find 
it advantageous to tell the truth — especially if someone made 
them do what they did — then it is best to show how (in your 
words) they misrepresented the evidence (feloniously) . 


This I hope deals with (as best as I can, though not 
definitively) the points in your letter. 



Are you aware of the Washington Post article in 1966 where 
they claimed that the FBI confirmed to them that a whole bullet 
had been removed from the shoulder during the autopsy? The Pratt 
is sending me this now. 

What happened to the backbrace? To the undershirt (if any — 
did he wear one?) Would the backbrace have greatly slowed down 
the bullet? 

This is all for now. If you could use some consulting fees, 
I’ll try to write you into the film project. Just name a figure 
for me, and I’ll see what we can do. 

Sincerely, 


Ti amA \ 

Harrison/ E. Livingstone 
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